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common . names of the optional ingredients, “Yellow Freestone” and “Halves.”
- All lots of the article were alleged t0 be misbranded in that it purported to be
a food for which a standard of quality had been prescribed by regulations as
~ provided by law, but its quality fell below such standard, and its label failed
to bear, in such manner and form as the regulations spec1fy, a statement that
it ‘fell below such standard.

On March 27, 1242, Walter P. Rawl, cla.mmnt having admitted the allegatlons
of the libel, Judgment of condemnation was entered and 108 cases of the ship-
ment were ordered released under bond conditioned that they be relabeled in

compliance with the law and 173 cases of the product were ordered destroyed. -

3095. Misbranding of ca;ln'ed peaches. TU. S. 430 Cases of Canned Peaches.
Consent decree of condemnatxon. Produet ordered released under boad
for relabeling. (F. D.-C. No. 6843. Sample No. 81141-E.)
Examination showed this product to be unevenly trimmed.
On February 12, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Texas filed a libel against 430 cases of canned peaches at Kl Paso, Tex.,
alleging the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about Octcher

6 and December 9, 1941, and January 8, 1942, by Richmond-Chase Co.,, from

San Jose, Calif.; and charging that it was misbranded. It was Iabeled in part:
“Front Line Brand Sliced Yellow Cling Peaches In Light Syrup Net Weight
1 Lb. 13 0z.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be a food
for which a standard of quality had been prescribed by regulations as provided
by law, but its quality fell below such standard because all units were not
untrimmed or so trimmed as to preserve normal shape, and its label failed
to bear in such manner and form as the regulations specify, a statement that
it fell below such standard.

On June 1, 1942, Richmond-Chase Co., .claimant, having admitted the allega-
tions of the hbe] judgment of cm.demnat]on was entered and the product was
ordered released under bond conditioned that it be properly relabeled.

.5096. Misbranding of c¢auned fruit cocktail. U. 8, v. 94 Cases and 93 Cases of
Canned Fruit Cocktail. Consent decree of eondemnation, Product re-
éeaége(lxu;xder bond for relabeling. (F. D. C. No. 6831, Sample Nos. 87601—E,

1602-1.) - .
L‘xammanon showed this px(‘duct was not of Fancy quality as ldbeled
On February 16, 1942, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland
filed a libel against 187 cases, each containing 48 1-pound cans, of fruit cocktail
at Baltimore, Md., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate

commerce on or about March 27 and June 2, 1941, by Foster & Wood Canning

Co. from Lodi, Calif.,, and by the D. J. Pulis Co., from San Francisco, Calif,;
and charging that it was misbranded. If was labeled in part: “Land o'Lakes
Fancy Fruit Cocktail in Heavy Syrup * * * Distributed by Ocono Company
Baltimore, Md.”

‘The article was alleged-to be misbranded in that the .term “Fancy” was

false and misleading as applied to an article that was not Fancy because of .

numerous pieces of peach and pear material which were too -small to be
retained on a screen with 34-inch square holes, or which were more than 3
inch in length, some bruised pieces and pxeces with peel, grapes with cap stems,
and crushed grapes. =

On February 19, 1942, the Baltimore Wholesale Grocery Co., claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnaticn was entered
and the product was ordered released under bond condltloned that it be relabeled
in comphance WIth the law.

309’7’. Adulteration of diced mixed fruit. TU. 8, v, 13 Cans of Diced Mixed Fruit.
Defauit decree of condemmatlon and destruetmn. (F. D. ¢. No. 6540
Sample No. 54520-E.) . ,
This product contamed insect fragments, rodent haxrs and miscellaneous filth
fragments.

On December 18, 1941, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of -

Pennsylvania filed a libel against 13 cans of diced mixed fruit at Philadelphia,

Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce, on or.

about November 10, 1941, by Vienna Extract Co., from Brooklyn, N. Y ; and
charging that it was adulterated in that it conswted in whole or in part of a
filthy substance; and in that it had been prepared under insanitary conditions
whereby it mxght have become contaminated with filth. The article was Iabeled
in part: (Cans) “Carson Diced Mixed Fruit.” -
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